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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Anuff et 
al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,327,628), hereinafter referred to as Anuff. 

3. Regarding claims 1 , 22, and 30, Anuff disclosed a method and system for - 

. implementing security features at a portal server (see column 3, lines 40-42) comprising 
receiving a first request from a client; in response to receiving the first request, . 
authenticating the client (see column 13, lines 22-38); consulting a database to 
determine access privileges of the authenticated client for interactions with a plurality of 
applications, wherein the applications are located at backend servers (see column 9, \ 
lines 24-50); generating code containing selectable interactions with the applications, . 
wherein any authentication for the selectable interactions can be performed within the 
portal server (see column 1 , line 59 through column 2, line 12; column 3, line 40 through .. 
column 4, line 5); and sending the code to the client (see column 3, lines 40-57). 
.4. Regarding claims 2, 23, and 31 , Anuff further disclosed the method arid system 
cdnriprising responsive to sending the code to the client, receiving a second request ' ■ 
from the client, wherein the second request contains a selection of at least one of the 
selectable interactions (see column 3, line 58 through column 4, line 5); determining 
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from the selection a set of backend servers to process the second request (see cplurnn . 
3, lines 61^65); forwarding the second request to the set of backend servers (s6e : ,' 
column 4, lines 1-5); receiving results con'esponding to the request from applications 
executing on the bsickend servers (see column 4, lines 3-5); and sending the results to . 
the client (see column 4, lines 3-5). 

;5. , Regarding claims 3, 24, and 32, Anuff disclosed generating further.selectable 
interactions; and sending the further selectable interactions with the results to the client 
(see column 13, Iin6s 53-65). . .■ . - 

6. Regarding claims 4 and 33, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
portal server is a Web server and the portal server comprises a portal application: (see : 
column 3, lines 40-54; column 4, lines 16-18). 

7. Regarding icfaims 5, 25, and 34, Anuff disclosed the method and systern wherein 
the database comprises a plurality of generic objects, wherein each generic object . . 
contains the access privileges related to a user for the elements of the plurality of 
applications (see column 9, lines 24-44). 

8. Regarding 'cfaims 6 and 35, Anuff disclosed the method and system vvherein the ■ 
access privileges indicate write access (see column 9, line 65 through column 10, line 

9. Regarding claims 7 and 36, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein this 
database is in the' form of a table (see column 9, lines 24-40). ' 

AO. Regarding claims 8 and 37, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
code is in a form that can be rendered into a Web page (see column 7, lines 5-10). T 
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■ 11 . RiBgarding claims 9 and 38, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the': 
fornn of the code 1^ pomprised of active code, wherein the active code can be executed 
. on the client (see column 7, lines 5-26). 

12. . Regarding claims 10 and 39, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
iselectable interactions correspond to operations within the applications (seeicoluniri 4; ^; , 
lines 1 -5; column .1 3, lines 53-65). . 

13. Regarding claims 1 1 and 40, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
selectable interactions correspond to resource related to the applications (see cpjumn 4, 
lines 1.-5; column 13, lines 53-65). 

: 14.. Regarding jclaims 12 and 41, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
resources are selected fi'om the group consisting of multimedia content, objects, files, 
attributes of objects, program elements, database objects, table entries (see cplunin i3, 
iines 61-65)/ 

15. Regarding jclaims 1 3, 26, and 42, Anuff disclosed a method and systerii 
comprising creating data structures corresponding to interactions with the backend: 
application (see column 1, lines 62-67; column 4, lines 23-26); associating privileges for 
^ach of the data structures, wherein the privileges can be fully checked at a. portal . 
application separately hosted from the backend application (see column 4, lines 16-18; 
column 9, lines 45-50); receiving a request from the portal application for reading the 
;data structures (see column 8, lines 50-64); and sending the data stmctures tb the ' ^ 
[Dortal application (see column 8, lines 47-56). 
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•16. . . Regarding 'claims 14, 27, and 43, Anuff disclosed the method and system further: 
comprising receiving a request for an interaction with the bacl<end application from the 

iJportarapplicatipn (see column 13, line 60); processing the request without c^eoMr]|g^^^^ 
privileges (see column 13, lines 63-55, 61-62); and sending the results, of processing 
the request to the'portal server (see column 14, lines 3-9). ' - 

17. Regarding claims 1 5 and 44, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
data structures are data objects (see column 6, lines 22-32). 

18. Regarding claims 16 and 45, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein a 
representation of Ihe data structure is from the group consisting of a relatibnal : \' i 
database, and XML document and a class (see column 3, lines 16-14; column 4, lines 
^23-28, 61-67; dolumn 6, lines 22-46). !• ^.^Ic ' ; V 

19. Regarding claims 17 and 46, Anuff disclosed the method and system wherein the 
interactions are operations that can be performed on the backend application (see^ ^'^; 
column 4, lines 1-5; column 13, lines 53-65). : ? ' n 
iio. Regardihg claims 18 and 47, Anuff disclosed the method and system .wherein ihe 
interactions relate to resources associated with the background application (s^e col6mh 
4, lines 1-5; column 13, lines 53-65). ; .V 

21. Regarding claims 19, 28, and 48, Anuff disclosed a method and system • " • 
Conriprlsing authenticating with a portal server (see column 9, lines 45-50; column 13, 
lines 32-38); receiving a list of applications and interactions that can be perfbrhied vvith 
the applications from the portal server (see column 2, lines 1-12), wherein the : 
applications are stored at backend servers that are different from the portaf sbiver (3ee 
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; column 3, lines 61-65); selecting an interaction (see column 13, lines 60-62); ahdH; ;.?! 
receiving results based on the selection of the interaction without authenticating 'with the 
V backend servers (sfee column 1 3, lines 32-48). 

22. Regardirig claims 20, 29, and 49, Anuff disclosed the method and system 
iwherein receiving the results further comprises receiving a set of further intVactions, j i^^^ 
selectable by the client (see column 13, lines 53-65). 

23. Regarding •claims 21 and 50, Anuff disclosed the method and systern vyherein . . 
authenticating, receiving the list, selecting, and receiving results are at a Web brovyser 
;(see column 3,:lines 11-13; column 13, lines 53-54). / ^ J^-;^^ 

• ♦ Response to Arguments 

24. Applicant's arguments filed 09/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
;persuasive. 

25. Regarding claims 1 4, 1 8, 27, 43, and 47 previously rejected under 35 tj.S.C. . 
. 1 12(2), Examiner-abknowledges Applicant's amendments to the claims in bvercpmihg . 
the rejections. The rejections have been withdrawn. 

;26; . Regarding clainre 1-50 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being ahticipate?j by ; 
Anuff (U.S. Pat. No. 6,327,628), Applicant traverses the rejection. 
27. Specifically, With respect to claims 1 , 22, and 30, Applicant asserts that Anuff 
does not disclose the requirement that any authentication for the selectable interactions 
is performed within the portal server. However, Examiner submits that Anuff disclosed ; 
such a feature, as it was taught that only the portal server authenticated a user, and 
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each portal server i^age checked authentication for each selectable interaction f > 
performed by the user (see column 13, lines 32-48). 

;j28; y With respect to claims 13, 26, and 42, Applicant asserts that the refereiiceidoes^^^ 
not teach that the privileges associated with each of the data structure? are fully 

: checked at a portal'appllcation separately hosted from the backend applicatiph/. i .: : ^ o 
However, Examiner submits that Anuff clearly reads upon this broad cbnceptas it was . 
disclosed that privileges and access rights associated with various modules and . ' 
resources were controlled by the portal server application (see column 9, line 57 
through column 10.' line 24), and further that the portal server application was separately 
hosted from the backend applications hosted on other servers (see column 3; line 58 
through column 4, line 5; column 4, lines 16-32). Applicant further asserts thai Anuff^- -^ 
does not teach receiving, at the backend application, a request from the portal; 
application for reading the data structures, and sending, from the backend' application;; / 
the data structures to the portal application. Examiner submits that Anuff discloses .- 

. such a feature as it was disclosed that the portal server connected to the backfend " • , 
resources to acquire information for incorporation into the portal application (see column 
4. lines 16-32). ' * 

29, Regarding claims 19, 28, and 48, Applicant asserts that Anuff dbes not disclose 
receiving results based on the selection of the interaction without authenticating with the 
backend servers. Examiner submits that as previously described, authenticatloh of a . 
u^er was done by t/ie portal server (see column 13, lines 32-48), which dearly did not. . 
require further authentication with the backend servers hosting the accessed '. 
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•applications. Resulted generated by a user's selection were received based on - > 
pernnissions associated with each selection, the permissions controlled solely by the : - ; 
portal application >vhich managed such rights (see column 9, line 57 through column 10/ 
: line 24). ' f:..-; J- / '■ ' 

: :3Q. Regarding claims 2, 23, and 41, Applicant asserts that the reference does^not/;^^:^^^ 
teach receiving results corresponding to the request from applications executing on the ; ■ 
backend servers. , Examiner submits that Anuff clearly disclosed such a feature as a 
user couid send a request to a backend application by clicking a suitable, link, which 
-theri caused access to the backend application displayed on the user's browse^r;(see.ii:\'' 
column 3, lines 40-57). 

31. Regarding jctaim 3, 24, and 32, Applicant asserts that the reference does not 
teach sending further selectable interactions with the results to the client. Examiner 
submits that Anuff clearly disclosed such a feature as the portal page could contain' ^ i ' 
inultiple modules and links (see column 3, lines 40-57; Fig. 2), which read upon the ■ 
broad concept of sending further selectable interactions as claimed, 
si Regarding claims 7, 25, and 36, Applicant asserts that Anuff does, riot tbach that . 
the database is in the form of a table. Examiner submits that as the broad; definition of a 
table is a collection of records in a relational database, Anuff reads upon such a feature- 
since user permissibns were stored as objects in a database (see column 9, lines 24- . 
•40). ■ • ■ . • ^ ■ \- ' 

:33. Regarding claims 10, 25, and 39, Applicant asserts that Anuff does ;riot teach or/ 
disdose the limitation that applications, the operations within the applicatibrisVand the 
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resources related to the applications are displayed on a single Web page. Examiner v 
' submits that Anuff undoubtedly disclosed such a feature as Anuff disclpsed the use of a 
portal server, one in which modules, their links, and their associated resourciei were I ;:.; • 
displayed on a single portal web page (see column 3, lines 40-57; Fig. 2), ; 

34. Regarding claims 12 and 41, Applicant submits that Anuff does hot teach or/ 
disclose multimedia content, attributes of objects, or table entries. Examiner submits >; 
that Anuff did disclose such features as multimedia content (see column 3, line 47-49), 
attributes of objects (see column 3, lines 45-47), and table entries (see cqlumri. 3; lines 
61-65) as broadly claimed. i . - 

35. Regarding claims 14, 27, and 43, Applicant submits that Anuff does not teach : 
receiving a request for an interaction with the backend application from the portal 
application. Examiner submits Anuff taught such a feature as it was disclosed that the"^; 
portal server connected to the backend resources to acquire information for 
Incorporation into the portal application (see column 4, lines 16-32). A request in this ' 
instance is inherent as it would be required in order to access backend inforniatidh: ' . . , . 

36. ■ • Regarding claims 17 and 46, Applicant asserts that Anuff did not disclose the" -U' 
lirnitatibn that the backend application, the operations that can be performed on the ; 
backend application, and the resources related to the backend application, are displayed 
,on a single Web page on a client. Examiner submits that Anuff undoubtedly disclosed 
such a feature as Anuff disclosed the use of a portal server, one in whibh moduli^s,' their 
jinks, and their associated resources were displayed on a single portal web page (see 
column 3, lines 40-57; Fig. 2). 
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.37. Regarding claims 20, 29, and 49, Applicant asserts that Anuff doies hpt||^ach or -i^ .^^^^^^ 

•"•i i ■ . ' ■ ' ' ■^ ' '-'xv^ iV'A-"''- -^ ^ 

disclose the. limitation that the portal server performs all necessary authentij^tions of r ; ; ! ; : :■ J^^^^^^ ' /; 
the client computer, and wherein the backend servers avoid any authentication pf.the . 
client computer. However as argued above. Examiner submits that authentication of a 
: user vyas done by the portal server (see column 13, lines 32-48), which clearl)^idid jhpt 'r : >^ 
require further authentication with the backend servers hosting the accessed . . /J:';;-/-;;:'-^: -^ 
applications. Respited generated by a user's selection were received based on 
permissions associated with each selection, the permissions controlled solely by the • r . . : t , 
portal application with managed such rights (see column 9, line 57 through column:^10; : ;i■^^^ 
line 24). . 

Conclusion ' ^ 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time! 7^^^ 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened istatutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action i^irrpts i • '}^'(-b^y-.l:'rf'- 
itiailed Until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period,, then the : :: 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing d3te of - | 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later, . :;v^^h 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. ■ • 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications, frpnri the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph R. Maniwang whose telephone number is'(57i j; 
272r3928,. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30:. i j); • • : ; H ^ ^ 

• If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, th^ fexaimineHs^; 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number ■ • ; 

■ ' ■ . * / ^ ■ i 

for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is. 57.1 -273.-8300 - v ' ; ' ^: |i- ' 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the . 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infornriationfor > : : 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. - 
.Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. : ^ ; ; ; ! 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should . : . ; 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic' ^ : ' ; v -^:^Sf^ V 
Business Center (^BC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-firee). 
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